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IHE Earls of Home and Tankeruwllk are poſſeſſed of conſiderable Eftates on the Banks of the Tweed. | The Earl of 
Home's Eſtate lies on the North, and the Earl of 7. ankerville's on the South-Side of the River, which is at that 
5 Place the Boundar) between the Two Kingdoms. Both of them are ſeiſed of Salmon Fiſhings in that River, by 
„ virtue of Grants rom the Crowns of Scotland and England. The Method practiſed in carrying on this Fiſhing, 
for Time immemorial, has been by a Dyke or Bulwark acroſs the Channel of the River, built and ſupported at their joint 
Expence; and in which, beſides a large Opening towards the South or Engliſb End of the Dyke, which has always been left free, 
there likewiſe have been Five Holes or penings in it, Two towards the Engliſh, and Three towards the Scots Side; and 
in which Holes or Openings Nets are placed, during the Fiſhing Seaſon, to catch the Salmon that chance to come up to 
them; and for the ſame Purpoſe of catching the Salmon, a ſmall Barricade of Stones is laid a little below the Dyke, and 
what are called Black Nets are placed in 9 therein, which do not hinder the Fiſh from entering the Space between 
the Barricade and the Dyke, but prevents them from returning down or getting out of it by the ſame Openings. — This 
Dyke has likewiſe. immemorially ſerved the Purpoſe of turning the Water into the Mill-Lead or Aqueduct of Fairburn- 
Mill, belonging to the Appellant the Earl of Home. 995 | 1 en ee 


In 1762, the Reſpondents brought an Action in the Court of Seſſion againſt the Appellants, founded upon an Act ; 
made by the Parliament of Scotland in 1696, for regulating Salmon Fiſhings within that Kingdom, and praying that the 


Mode of F iſhing exereiſed by the Appellants ſhould be ſubje& to the Regulations preſcribed by that Act.— After ſeveral 
Proceedings in that Action, which are fully ſtated in the Caſes reſpecting that Matter now before your Lordfhips, and 
appointed to be determined at the fame Time with this preſent Appeal, the Court pronounced the following Judgment : 
* The Lords, on Report of the Lord Kennet Ordinary, and having adviſed the Petition for the Earl of Home, with 
% Anſwers thereto for the Duke of Roxburgh, as alſo the Memorial for the Earl of Tankerville and his Attorney, and for 
5 the Duke of Rexburgh, find, That in the ſpecial Circumſtances of this Caſe the Act of Parliament 1696 does not ex- 
< tend to the Fiſhing in Queſtion, and remit to the Lord Ordinary to proceed accordingly :” And upon a Reclaiming 
Petition for the Reſpondent, the Court adhered to this Judgment, ecke OTE n in din ILY Fo 


Thus Matters reſted between the Parties till the Year 1771, when another Action was brought before the Sheriff of 
Berwickſbire, in the Name of Thomas Lillie, and others, Leſſees of Salmon Fiſhings on the ſuperior Part of the River Tweed, 

inſt William Turnet, the Earl of Home's Leſſee of Fairburn Mill, and of his Fiſhing in the River Tweed there, in which 
A Aion the Duke of Roxburgh and the other Proprietors of theſe Fiſhings, ſoon thereafter ſtated themſelves as Plaintiffs— 


| The Declaration ſets forth, That by an Act paſſed in the laſt Seſſion of the preſent Parliament of Great Britain, intituled, 


An Act for regulating and improving the Fiſheries in the River Tweed, and Rivers and Streams running into the ſame z 
< and alſo within the Mouth or Entrance of the ſaid River“ It was enacted, That if from and after the 12th May, 1771, 
any Perſon or Perſons ſhall beat the Water or Place, or ſet any white Object, or any other Thing whatever in the faid 
River Tweed, or in, over or croſs the ſaid River, &c. in order to prevent the faid Fiſh from entering the ſaid River Tweed, 
or from going up or down the ſaid River, &c. Every Perſon ſo offending, ſhall for every Offence forfeit any Sum not ex- 
ceeding F ive Pounds, nor leſs than Ten Shillings, to be levied and recovered as directed by the ſaid Act. That nevertheleſs, 
the Defendant had contraveened the ſaid Act in ſo far as upon the 13th of May then laſt, and upon each of the ſubſequent 
Days of that Month he had made uſe of ſundry illegal Engines placed in and about the Caul or Mill-Dam-Dyke of 
Fairburn Mill for fiſning the Salmon in the ſaid River, and preventing them from going up and down the River in the Way 
and Manner therein ſet forth, viz. By uſing Five Holes in the Dyke with Nets and Barricades; and that the ſaid Dam-Dyke 
is ſo high above the Surface of the River, that no Fiſh can paſs or repaſs oyer it unleſs when the River is in Flood; and 
therefore concluding, that. the Defendant ſhould be fined in the Sum of Five Pounds Sterling, as forfeited to the Plaintiffs 
for each Day of his having contraveened the ſaid Act of Parliament in Manner foreſaid; and alſo that he ſhould be ordained 
to remove the ſaid illegal Engines, and all other Things in and about the ſaid Caul that any way hinder or obſtruct the 
Paſſage of the Salmon up and down the ſaid River of Tweed, or otherways that the ſame ſhould be removed or demoliſhed 
by Authority of the Sheriff, | | 


The Defendant anſwered, That nothing in the abovementioned Statute did or could affect the F iſning in Queſtion. 
The Sheriff however repelled this Defence, and allowed the Plaintiffs to prove their Declaration. 


The Appellants, the Earls of Home and Tankerville, were at this Time appriſed of theſe Proceedings, and conceived it 
neceſſary for them to appear in the Suit to protect their Property; for this Purpoſe they applied to the Court of Seſſions 
by a Bill of Advocation, of the Nature of a Certiorari. The Plaintiffs put in their Anſwer 3 in which, waving the Merits 
of their Cauſe, they inſiſted ſolely, That the Statute had given an excluſive Juriſdiction to the Sheriff to try all Offences 
under it, ſubje& only to an Appeal to the Circuit Courts of Juſticiary. Upon this Ground alone the Lord 3 was 
pleaſed to refuſe this Bill, whereupon the Appellants preſented a ſecond Bill, in which the Merits were more fully ſtated. 
The Reſpondents put in their Anſwer, and the Lord Ordinary took the Point to report to the whole Court. 


Both Parties having afterward agreed to ſubmit themſelves to the Juriſdiction, and abide by the Determination of the 


Court of Seſſion, Memorials were given in upon the Merits of the Queſtion itſelf, and the Import of the Statute 1771. 


The Reſpondents, who were the original Plaintiffs in the Action, by their Memorial inſiſted, 


That the Engines and Mode of Fiſhing, exerciſed by the Appellants at their Dam-Dyke, having the direct Conſequence 
of preventing the Salmon from going up and down the River, the ſame fell directly within the enacting Words of the 
Statute 1771 : That the permitting the free Paſſage of Salmon up and down Rivers being grounded on public Policy, 
on Purpoſe that the Uſe of Salmon, while freſh, may become more general by being caught in different Parts of tae 


River; therefore this Statute, which was meant to effect that Purpoſe, merited the moſt liberal Conſtruction, 


The Appellants, in their Memorial, pleaded, 


That the Reſpondents had laid their Action improperly ; they founded ſolely upon the Satute 1771, which enacts only 
Penalties, yet the Reſpondents, by their Action, prayed, that the Dam-Dyke ſhould be taken down and demoliſhed. 


The Appellants maintained, That whatever may have been the Views and Intention of ſome of the Parties in applying 
for this Act of Parliament, yet that nothing therein contained did extend or could be conſtrued to affect the Mode of 
Fiſhing exerciſed by the Appellants at this Dam-Dyke.— The Right of Fiſhing itſelf is admitted, and the antient Mode 
of carrying it on eftabliſhed. —The Legiſlature therefore could not, in natural Juſtice, deprive the Appellants of their 
Property, without an adequate Conſideration ; for though it often happens, that private Intereſt muſt yield to public 
Benefit, yet, in ſuch Caſes, a ſuitable Recompence is always decreed to the private Party, 


The 
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he Statute upon which the preſefit-AQtion'is founded, in its-Title, Preamble, nd through the wholoenaAing Hit, 1 
| . hich is the! d | he: Mode of Filhing 
exerciſed by the Appellants.—The Title runs, That it is an Act (“ for regulating and improving the Fiſheries in the River © - 


proves its avowed as well as real Purpoſe, which is the moſt diſtant from affeQi g or extending tag 


cc Tweed; and the ble correſponding to this Title ſets forth, ** Whereas Salmon Gilſes, Salmon Trouts, and 


* Whitlings, and the Spawn of Fry theregfy are frequently killed, taken, or:deftroyed, at improper, Scaſpne, in the Rivet - 
13 4 o t6-the þ vithin the Mouth or Entrance of the ſaid Rien, 


«© Tweed, and the Rivers and Streams which run into the ſame, as alſ n 5 | | 
< to the great Detriment of the Owners and Occupiers of the Fiſheries, and Loſs to the Public; for Remedy whereof, and for 
the Improvement of the Fiſheries in cha ſaid Rivers, be ĩt enacted, . J 


t Perſons ſhall take or kill any Salmon, Gilſes, Salmon Trout, or Whitling; or take, kill, or deſtroy the Spawn, Fry, 


<« or young Brood of any ſuch Fiſh in the ſaid River Tweed,_or in any Rivulet, c. communicating with the ſame, 


ec or within the Mouth or Entrance of the ſaid River Tweed, at any Time between the [Tenth Da 
< Day of January, or between Ten o Clock on Saturday Night, and Two o' Clock on Monday 


* 
3 


of Oeober and Tenth 


vour to make out, it cannot be doubted but the ſame would have been prohibited in Words clear and unambiguocus. 
The ſecond Clauſe in the Act deſeribes what ſhall be deemed the Mouth of the River, and is not material to the preſent 
, 4: rr Irs SOL to ar e's mr boos 7 oF Ce 


* BY 1 * 
* 


The third Clauſe prohibits, under a Penaley, every Perſon, from and after the Twelfth of May, 1771, * to place, lay, 
Hamper, Engine, or other Device whatſoever, in the ſaid Riyer Tweed, or iv 


©< ſet, continue, or draw, any Net, Creel, 8 Row N 
c any River, Rivulet, Brook, or Stream, or in any Mill- pool, Mill-lead, Sluice, or Cut, which e@nmunicates with 


cc the ſaid River Tweed, or within the Mouth or Entrance thereof, in order to kill or take any Spawn, Fry, or young 
& Brood of any Salmon Gilſe, Salmon Trout, or Whitling 3 or to take, kill, or deſtroy, or have in their Cuſtody or 
Foſſeſſion, any Spawn, Fry, or young Brood of any ſuch Fiſh as aforeſaid, between the Fir/t Day of April and the Firſt 
Dey ef June, under the Penalty theres mention... On 2 
This Clauſe is likewiſe intended for the Preſervation of the young Brood of Salmon, at a Period different from that 
mentioned in the former. 5 — ; J JJ 


„ * 


The Reſpondents principally rely upon the next Clauſe, which is in the following Worlls. 


And be it further enacted, That from and after the ſaid Twelfth Day of May, 1771, if any Perſon or Perſons ſhall” | 


<< beat the water, or place or ſet any white Object, or any other Thing whatſoever, in the ſaid River Tweed, or in any River, 


& Riyulet, Brook, Stream, Mill-pool, Mill-lead, Sluice, or Cut, which communicates with the ſaid River Tweed, or 


in the Mouth or Entrance of the ſaid River Tweed, in order to prevent the ſaid Fiſh from entering the ſaid River Tweed, 
cc or from going up and down the ſaid River or any River, Riyulet, Brook, Stream, Mill-pool, Mill-lead, Sluice, or 
“* Cut aforeſaid, or ſhall by any other Ways, or in any other Manner, prevent the Fiſh from . ſaid River, and 


<« going up and down the faid Rivers and Waters before deſeribed: Every Perfon ſo offending ſha}, for every Offence, 


te forfeit any Sum not exceeding Five Pounds, nor leſs than Ten Shillings,” _ 


The Agﬀt contains the following Proviſo, © That nothing herein contained ſhall any ways prejudice or affect the Right 
ce of th Owners or Proprietors of Fiſheries, or the Right of any other Perſon or Perſons, who now are or at any Time 
<« hereafter ſhall or may be ſeiſed, poſſeſſed of, or entitled to any Manors, Seigniories, or Royalties within the Mouth or 
<«. Entrance of the ſaid River Tweed, as the ſame is herein before deſcribed ; but that all and every ſuch Owners and 
« Proprietors and other Perſon or Perſons as laſt are mentioned, ſhall have and enjoy all ſuch Right of Fiſhery within the 
4 ſaid Mouth or Entrance of the ſaid River Tweed as they have hitherto 2 exerciſed or enjoyed, or could or might 
% have lawfully exerciſed or enjoyed in caſe this Act had not been made (ſo as ſuch Right be uſed and exerciſed at ſuch 
« Times and Seaſons: only, under ſuch Regulations, and ſubje& to ſuch Penalties and Forfeitures as are herein before 
<« direted concerning the Fiſheries within the ſaid River Tweed, and within the Mouth or Entrance thereof) any Thing 
in this Act contained to the contrary in any wiſe notwithſtanding.” | RE 5 


The Appellants maintained, That this Act neither preſcribes nor prohibits 1 particular Mode of fiſhing in this River, 
or any Species of Engines or Inſtruments for taking and killing the Fiſn— The Fiſhings of this River were ſubjected to no 
* e when this Act paſſed, and it being totally ſilent as to theſe, it muſt be underſtood that every Proprietor is left to 
employ every Mode and every Engine which he could 3 uſe before this Statute The Clauſe above- recited, on which 
the Reſpondents rely, does not relate to any Mode of Fiſhing, or Engines for Fiſhing; and therefore cannot be held 
as a Prohibition of the Mode of Fiſhing in Queſtion—lt reſpects only Devices that had been before practiſed for frightening 
the Salmon from entering the Mouth of the River, or paſſing up and down the ſame.— This is plainly the Meaning of the 
Prohibition againſt beating the Water, or placing any white Object, or doing any other Thing in order to prevent the Fiſh 
from going up or down the River, —lt had been a frequent Practice to place ſtretched Cords, ſtuck full of white Feathers, 
running acroſs the River, which continued waving and moving, and prevented the Salmon, being a timorous Fiſh, from 
approaching thoſe Parts of the River where theſe waving Feathers were placed Theſe were with Reaſon deemed unlawful 
Devices, their ſole Purpoſe being to frighten and keep back the Salmon, by which Means they fell a Prey to thoſe whoſe 


Engines or Nets in the lower Part of the River they had eſcaped, 


The Reſpondents will not ſeriouſly ſay, that the Dam-Dyke, Pock-Nets, &c. -uſed by the Appellants in this Fiſhing, are 
Engines placed by them merely to prevent the Fiſh from going up or down the River: The ſole and immediate Purpoſe 
of them is, for the taking or killing the Fiſh—They are Engines which the Appellants lawfully uſed before the Act, and 
which they muſt be equally entitled to uſe after it, as the Act does not prohibit any Engine whatever that was uſed for the 


Purpoſe of taking the Fiſh at proper Seaſons, ' 


Were the Clauſe capable of receiving ſuch a Conſtruction as the Reſpondents now contend for, it would involve the Statute 
in the higheſt Abſurdity ; as every fixed Engine and every Net that is uſed for taking the Fiſh would by the ſame Conſtruction 
be prohibited and diſcharged, each of theſe having a Tendency in a greater or leſſer Degree to frighten and interrupt the 
Salmon in their Paſſage up and down the River; which therefore demonſtrates, that the Clauſe could never be meant or 
intended to affect the different Modes of Fiſhing, and ſolely reſpects Engines uſed and invented merely for obſtructing the 


Puſſage of the Fiſh, | 6 


The Statute has no Relation to Engines of any Kind erected, fixed and eſtabliſhed before the Act, but ſuch only as ſhould 
be erected or ſet up after the 12th Day of May, 1771; far leſs could it mean to order the Deſtruction of a Fiſhery, which, in 
all Probability, had ſtood ſome Hundreds of Years in the ſame Shape it now does, without Challenge or Objection, though 
the ſuperior Proprietors are not more hurt by it now than they were at any former Period, f 

It is manifeſt that the Legiſlature did not intend to prohibit entirely the Uſe of all fixed Engines, Nets, c, for the 
Clauſe immediately preceeding that upon which the Reſpondents rely, enacts, That if any Perſon, from and after the 
12th of May, 1771,. ſhall place, lay, ſet, continue or draw any Nets, Creel, Hamper, - Engine, or any other Device what- 
ever in the ſaid River Tweed, &c. in order to kill or take any Spawn, Fry, or young Brood of any Salmon, c. or ſhall 
take, kill, or deſtroy the ſame between the 1 ſtof April and the iſt June; every ſuch Perſon ſhall forfeit the Sum of Ten 


Shillings, &c, From which it appears that the Legiſlature had immediately under its View, Engines of various Sorts for the 
Purpoſe 
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| The Statute then proceeds, and enadfs, * That from ind after the Twelfth Day of May, 1771, if any Perſon of 


orning, every ſuchi\ 


« /Perſon ſhall. forfeit and pay, &c., This Clauſe therefore reſpects only the. Fiſhing at ilmpfroper” Seaſoris; and if any | 
particular Mode of Fiſhing practiſed upon this River, had been deemed ſuch a Grievance as the Reſpondents now > 4 
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$3 March, 1773. 
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 Purpsſe of taking or killing Fiſh in this River; and partially the uſing ſuch Engines at Miln Dams, Slulces, B. when 


the Prohibition goes no further than the Uſe of theſe Engines for killing youn only, and that only at a particular 

Time, it certainly allowed the free Uſe of them for killing Fiſh at all other Times and Seaſons, 8 wh 1 5 by 
And as it thus appears that the Clauſe founded. on by the Reſpondents was neither intended by the Legiſlature to import; 

nor can with any Juſtice or Propriety be underſtood to imply a Prohibition of that Mode of Filing that had been lawfully 


uſed by the Appellants and their Predeceſſors for Ages paſt, and which is the only Mode practicable in that Part of the 
River ; were the Clauſe of more doubtful Meaning than it truly is; every Conſtruction which the Words can bear, favours. 


able to the Appellants, will fall to be adopted for the Preſervation. of this their antient Property, 


| The Appellants further argued, That it is not by general Clauſes of doubtful Meaning that any Perſoh can be deprived 


of his Property, or the lawful Exerciſe of it; wherever the public Good requires this to be done, the Putpoſe is effected 
by a poſitive Enactment in the cleareſt and plaineſt Words, making, at the ſame Time, Proviſion for an Indemnification 
to the Party, Had any Thing been expreſſed in this Act which could be underſtood to affect the Appellants Fiſhing; of 
which they, and their Anceſtors, had been legally ſeized for Ages paſt, and their Rights protected by the Judgments of the 
Court of Seſſion in 1768, it is impoſſible to believe that the Appellant, the Earl of Tankerville, ſitting as a Member in one of 
the Houſes of Parliament, would have permitted this Act to paſs without attempting to preſerve his Property. | 


The Reſpondents have alledged, that this Act was obtained for the ſpecial Purpoſe of regulating this F iſhing at the 
Appellants Dam-Dyke, and to remedy in future the Loſs which the ſuperior Proprietors ſuſtained there) . 1 8 

In their Pleadings before the Sheriff the Reſpondents ſtated, © That by the Interlocutor of the Court of Sefion; in 
“41768, the ſaid former Action came to an End, in a Way unexpected to all the Proprietors of the Fiſhings in the ſaid 
c River, both below and above Fairburn-Mill-Caul, who before that Period believed; that there was not a pot in Great 
* Britain which did not fall under the Laws of the Land; but extraordinary Events and Loſſes puts the Sufferers to the 
5c. Neceſſity of doubling their Diligence to find but proper Remedies, and this occaſioned the Proprietors of the different 
« Fiſhings in the River, * far the moſt valuable of any in Great Britain, being let at about 8000 J. of yearly Rent, to 
apply to Parliament for Redreſs. The Statute, which is now the Foundation of this Action, was obtained; and ſtill 


„they are likely to be diſappointed by the Defendants (i. e. Appellants) Efforts, which obliged the Purſuers (i. e. Re- 


< ſpondents) to ſeek the Interpoſition of the Court for putting the ſame in Execution.“ 


If this Allegation is true, it requires this further Explanation For what Reaſon, and upon what Account; no Men- 
tion is made of this Dam-Dyke and Fiſhery in the Act itſelf ? Had the Purpoſe of the Statute been as ſtated by the Re- 
ſpondents, it would have contained an expreſs Clauſe reſpecting this Dam-Dyke and Fiſhery; but as it contains nothing 


3 either, nor any general Prohibition of Fiſhing at Dam-Dykes during the proper Seaſon, this affords demon- 


ſtrative Evidence, that whatever Pretences may be now ſet up, this Statute was not meant or underſtood to affect this 
particular F iſhery, or the Mode in which it has been exerciſed for Centuries paſt, | : | | 


The Court pronounced this Interlocutor : < Upon Report of Lord Gardenſton, and having adviſed the Memorials given 
ce in EY the Lords repel the Defences proponed for the Defenders (i. e. Appellants), and remit the Cauſe to 
ce the Sheriff.” ? Tens» Ns ON „ | | 


The Appellants conceiving themſelves greatly aggrieved by this Interlocutor of the Court of Seſſion, have appealed theres . 


”_ to your Lordſhips z and humbly hope that the ſame will be reverſed, varied, or altered, for the following, among 


REASON 8. 


I neither does nor meant to extend to the Mode of Fiſhing exerciſed by the Appellants at 
their Dam-Dyke.—The ſole Purpoſe of the Statute is to prevent all Fiſhing whatever in the River at cer- 
tain Seaſons when the Fiſh are depoſiting their Spawn, and to preſerve the young Fry and Brood of Salmon. 


: The Preamble fates, © That Salmon-Gilſes, Salmon-Trouts, and Whitlings, and the Spawn or Fry 
cc thereof, are frequently killed, taken, and deſtroyed at improper Seaſons in the River Tweed, and the 

„ Riyers and Streams which run into the ſame, and alſo within the Mouth or Entrance of the ſaid River, 

© to the great Detriment of the Owners and e ae of the Fiſheries, and Loſs to the Public: For Remedy 

ce whereof,” the ſole Objects therefore of the Act were to prevent the taking and deſtroying of theſe Fiſh at 


” . improper Seaſons, and to improve the Fiſheries for the Benefit of the Owners and Occupiers, But the Re- 


2 ſpondents endeavour ſo to conſtrue this Statute as to forfeit the Appellants, who are Owners of very conſider- 
able Fiſheries in this River, of their Right of Fiſhing altogether, by depriving them of the only poſſible 


. Mode of exerciſing this Right, which has been uſed and practiſed beyond all Memory of Man, and is not 


th 'The applying for and paſſing of this Act proves, beyond a Doubt, that it was the Underſtanding and Opinion of 


prohibited by the Statute, 


all the Parties, that this River was not ſubje& to the ſtatutory Regulations of Fiſhing Salmon made by 
either Kingdom ; and as the Reſpondents have,, in their Pleadings, ſet forth, that they applied for and 


obtained this Act after the Judgment of the Court of Seſſion 3 223 yo r es 1 768, 
udgment—Beſides, ſeveral of the Regu- 


they muſt therefore be for ever precluded from challenging that 
lations preſcribed by this Statute, particularly thoſe reſpecting the Times of Fiſhing, are contradictory 
to the Scotch Statutes—The preſent Act therefore muſt be conſidered as the only one which regulates 


the Fiſhings in this River, 


III. The Clauſe in this Statute, upon which the Reſpondents principally rely, as operating againſt this Dam 
Dyke, can neither be extended to it in Words nor by Conſtruction. In the whole Clauſe, Dam-Dykes 
of any Kind are never mentioned—and the Clauſe only inflicts Penalties on ſuch as ſhould, after the 
Twelfth Day of May, 1771, uſe/t the unfair Practice of beating the Water, or place or ſet any white 
Object in the River to frighten the Fiſh from going up the Water. | 


IV, The Commencement of the Statute is the Twelfth Day of May, 1771, and it provides only againſt ſuch 
Acts as ſhould be done or eommitted from and after that Date; but the Appellants' Dam-Dyke has ſtood 
where it now is for ſeveral hundred Years, and cannot be comprehended under, or affected by this Statute, 


V. If the Legiſlature had meant that this Dam-Dyke ſhould have been removed, they would have enacted it in 
the moſt clear and unambiguous Words; and as the Appellants Fiſhing would thereby have been loſt to 
them, as it cannot be exerciſed at this Place in any other Manner, they would have been entitled to, and 
would certainly have received, an adequate Compenſation. 


AL. WEDDERBURN. 
J. DUNNING. 
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Earl of Tankerville, and others, 
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1 Appellants. 
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John Duke ef Roxburgh, and Reſpondents: 
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To be heard at th 


e Bar of the Houſe of Lords, on 
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